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Philalethes and Monogamus, 
Two Old Friends, Ee. 
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DIALOGUES 
Monogamus. W HAT, my friend, Philalethes, 


Is it you I have been following, 
at a diſtance, ſo long? 

Philalethes. Ves, Monogamus, and had I known 
ou were behind, I ſhould have waited for your 
dming up.— But pray, Whither are you travelling 
is way? | 
Monog. I am going about three miles farther to 
ee a piece of ground, which 1 have lately made a 


purchaſe of, on which I purpoſe to build ſome. 
touſes, that I think will produce me greater ad- 
antage, than the common intereſt of my money. 
Phil. Ah! my friend, Monogamus, how anxi- 
us you are about the things of this world ! 
[ s Mone 2 2. 
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Monog. What then, Would you have me pay 
no regard to my temporal concerns ? 

Phil. Do not miſtake me, I would wiſh you to 
attend to every thing that is proper, but I would 
have you to conſider that your increaſing your 
riches, or your poſſeſſing or enjoying any of the 
tranſitory things of this world, can by no means be 
ſo important as your eternal welfare; I ſhould 
therefore heartily rejoice to find you ſeeking fr} 
the kingdom of God, and his righteouſneſs, and 
making that your principal buſineſs ; for as our 
Lord has ſaid, bat is a man profited, if he ſhall gain 


the whole world, and loſe bis own ſoul ? or what ſhall © 
man give in exchange for his ſoul? And it 1s very ſr 
poſſible, to be thus engaged in ſeeking after the 8 


ſalvation of our ſoul-, and yet to attend ſuitably to 
worldly buſineſs, at the ſame time. * 
Monog. Your preſent diſcourſe reminds me of a 
ſermon I once heard from one of your Goſpel- 
preachers (as you call them) who, I remember, I 
preached in much the ſame ftrain as you have juſt 
been ſpeaking ; I mean Mr. M-d-n, who has late- 
ly appeared in a very fingular character, as an 
author. Pray, what think you of his late publi- 
cation in favour of Polygamy, &c. I thought Poly- 
gamy was no part, of Chriſt's Goſpel ; but what 
ſay you on that head? Can you defend your 
favourite preacher's work? ; 
Phil. In reſpe& to that work, I muſt ſay, that, 


excepting thoſe parts, which point out the want of 
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ſeverer laws in this country, againſt adultery, and 


-againſt thoſe who ſeduce ſingle women (theſe, and 


ſome few judicious obſervations on other matters 
excepted) and then I muſt avow that it is an irra- 
tional, an antiſcriptural, and a very pernicious 
book; and that, however the author may have diſ- 
covered great learning, and fine abilities, in this 
work, yet, I believe his Thelyphthora will be 
found at laſt among the wood, hay and ſtubble, 
which ſhall be burned in the Great Day; and 1 
confider this as a ſad proof of that gentleman's 
awful declenſion from true religion. But as I am 
confident that you are wiſer than to approve the 
ſentiments which he has lately publiſhed to the 
world, ſo I hope you will not think the worſe, on 
that account, of the doctrines which he once 
preached : Becauſe, as the doctrines Peter preached 
were not made bad by his inexcuſable fall, though, 
thereby the name of Chriſt was diſhonoured ; ſo, 
my dear friend, the truths once delivered, either at 
St. Swithin's, London-ſtone, or at other places, by 
the author of Thelyphthora, are no leſs excellent, 
notwithſtanding his fall. Let, therefore, the ſhame 
of this publication fall upon himſelf, but let God's 
truths ſtill be honoured, 

Monog.: I confeſs, that I am glad to find that you 


are no friend to this divine's ſcheme, as I am diſ- 
poſed to diſlike it, not merely from. principles of 


religion, which you know are what I do not pre- 
tend to regard much, but becauſe it is in my view 
| irrational. 
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irrational. However, it appears to me, that as 
pur reverend author has declared, in his advertiſe. 
ment to his reader, that his treatiſe is one of 
the moſt important and intereſting publications that 
have appeared ſince the Reformation: As this is 
his opinion of his on performance, he certainly 
will deſpiſe all the cenſures of his common readers; 
I ſhall, however, indulge my own thoughts on the 
ſubject, and acknowledge to my friend, that | 
was not a little ſtruck with obſerving the ſame ve- 
nerable clergyman, who left the Law for the Goſpel, 
and once pleaded ſo powerfully the cauſe of true 
religion; it aſtoniſhed me, to find him labouring { 
hard to prove the honeſty, the propriety, and re- 
ligion, of haying more wives than one at the ſame 
time; and it will, undoubtedly, be very pleaſing 
to a man of a laſcivious turn, to have it proved to at 
him, that it is quite conſiſtent with the Bible, to ſe 
adopt the maxims of the Eaſt, and of the Koran, I of 
and for every man to have a little ſeraglio of his m 
own; and this will be found not a little conve- 

nient, when any of his wives are indiſpoſed. It co 
may ſerve alſo (as Mr. M. moſt wiſely ſuppoſes) fel 
to keep his wives humble, and to make them ſuit-· no 
ably obedient. But I think the reverend reformer M 
of 1780 has omitted one thing, which might be me 
of admirable uſe, and will perhaps be found eſſen · ¶ lea 
tially neceſſary to his ſcheme; and that is a ſuitable not 
plan for providing a ſufficient number of eunuchs, | as | 
for taking care of the wives, which a man may ftie 
ES | be 
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be diſpoſed to take; for if thoſe wives ſhould 
happen to be inclined to variety themſelves, a keeper 
may perhaps be neceſſary for them; and really, I 
think, it is hardly fair in our ingenious author, to 
tell the ladies plainly, that he does not mean to 
allow them the ſame liberty as their huſbands, I 
verily believe, that all his pretenſions to benefit 
the female part of the world, will.never obtain of 
them a pardon for this mortal ſin, 

Phil. Be ſerious, Monogamus, I beſeech you 
theſe things are really too momentous to be laughed 
at eſpecially as I am perſuaded that your own 
good ſenſe muſt convince you, that if the plan 
which this fallen profeſſor recommends, were to be 
generally adopted, it would produce the moft . 
wretched confuſion in every part of conjugal life ; 
and this indeed Mr, M. tacitly acknowledges in his 
ſecond volume, where he intimates, that ſomewhat 
of this nature is to he expected from the having 
more wives than one, 

Monog, I ſhould indeed have expected better 
counſel, than this book affords, from one who pro- 
feſſes an eſteem for the Goſpel: But, I am told, 
notwithſtanding the apparent impropriety of Mr. 
M.'s ſyſtem, yet, that there are many judicious 
men, and fome ſtudents in a certain ſeminary of 
learning, who are candidates for the miniſtry, and 
notwithſtanding, are ſo far corrupted by this book, 
as to embrace the ſentiments and (cheme of this 
friend to Polygamy, 

Phil. 


. 

Phil. It is indeed to be lamented, that there 
are ſo many who call Chriſt Lord, Lord, and yet 
are hypocrites in Zion; and it is yet more lament- 
able that good men ſhould ſo often err; and for a 
time favour the moſt erroneous ſentiments, when 
preſented to them in the dreſs of truth ; but as for 
thoſe ſtudents, who can delight in ſo diabolical a 
ſcheme, I would adviſe them (if they would be con- 
fiſtent) to decline all thoughts of preaching the 
Goſpel, and at once to renounce the Bible, ex- 
change it for the Koran, and to become avowedly 
the diſciples of Mahomet. 

' Monog. Whether your advice be good or not, 1 
ſhall not pretend to determine ; but there was 
nothing in this admirable book that ſtruck me 
more than the author's laborious attempt to prove 
in his note, vol. I. page 124, on thoſe words of our 
Lord, in his Sermon on the Mount, Hheſoever look- 
eth on a woman, to luſt after her, hath committed adul- 
tery with her already in his heart : That our Lord 
means, by a woman there, a married or betrothed 
woman; conſequently, if I were a young man, and 
diſpoſed to incontinence, I ſhould have nothing to 
do, but to find out thoſe young women, who are 
neither married nor betrothed ; and I ſhould then 
have no occaſion to be righteous over-much, like 
Job, or to make a covenant with my eyes, that I 
ſhould not look upon a maid; but according to 
this gentleman's ideas, I might employ my eyes to 
ſome purpoſe; though 1 rather think my conſcience 
would 


. 

would be apt to tell me, that this was pleading for 
vice, in rather too plain terms, and in a manner 
barefaced enough to make even a Counſellor bluſh. 

Phil. I perceive, from the general ſcope of your 
juft, though ſatyrical obſervations, how evil the 
natural tendency of this work is; the reverend 
author of which determines to have nothing to do 
with tranſlations. This reſolution ſhould have made 
him very impartial as to the Original Scriptures ; 
but it is impoſſible to read his two volumes with- 
out ſeeing that the meaning of words is often per- 
erted to ſerve a cauſe; this is ſtrikingly the caſe 
in his note on Job xxxi. 1. there Job ſays, I made a 
ovenant with mine eyes; «why then ſhould I think upon 
nad? The word here uſed for maid is [n5n2) 
he common Hebrew word for virgin or maid in 
general, without reſpecting betrothment, or any 
thing of the kind; and is the very word which we 
have in Deut. xxii. 28. for a virgin, who is not be- 
othed, where it is ſaid, Fa man find a damſel that 
5 [(n71nNA) a virgin, which is not betrothed, &c. 
t is therefore moſt ſhamefully intruding his own 
aproper interpretation of Scripture on the Chriſ- 
ian world, for Mr. M. to tell us that Job meant a 
trothed maid in this place, and it is an interpre- 
tion only worthy thoſe who have eyes full of 
ornication, if not of adultery : But the plain mean« 
ng of Job was, that as he was convinced of the 
il of luſting after women in general, ſo he was 
articularly ſenſible, what a powerful temptation a 
| beautiful 
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beautiful maid was, to the luſts of the fleſh. z and 
therefore he wiſhed, in a particular manner, to 
avoid that ſnare : But we may ſee, by Mr. M. that 
when once we become champions for error, we are 
apt, like Adam, to take refuge among the trees of 
the garden, and to expoſe our own folly and apoſ- 
tacy. 

Mine. I doubt not but the obfervtion you 
have now made, concerning the word uſed by 
Job, is juſt, and that it contains in itſelf no ſuch 
meaning as Mr. M. would force upon it; but it 
has been thought by ſome, that however other 
parts of this gentleman's book might, with pro- 
priety, be oppoſed, yet, that where he contends 
that either Polygamy is lawful, or Jeſus Chriſt 
himſelf is a baſtard, that there he is unanſwerable, 

Phil. Whatever others may think, I am clearly 
of opinion, that this part of his building is built 
upon the ſand, as well as every other part thereof; ſri 
but I am grieved to think how inuch he ſtrengthens Mer 
the hands of the Deiſt, by this impious (as I will N 
call it) method of argument. It is poſſible that s 
ſenſible Deiſt may read Thelyphthora, and per- 
haps its arguments may not appear ſo cogent to 
him, as they do to the learned author; and pro- 
bably the Deiſt may not thereby be convinced, 
that Polygamy i is lawful ; but yet he may ſay, 
Mr. M. is profeſſedly a friend to what is called 
Divine Revelation, and yet he is ſo deſirous of 
proving that Polygamy is lawſul, that he tells us 
. . . the 
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(9) 
je Meſſialihip of Jeſus of Nazareth muſt be given 
p, if polygamous marriages were not legal in 
e ſight of God: And if Mr. M. goes ſo far on 
are In principle, which Chriſtians in general deny, ſure- 
] am juſtifiable in rejecting the whole Scripture.” 
But before Mr. M. had helped the Deiſts by this horrid 
hought, and ſuggeſted fo blaſphemous an idea, ha 
ould have remembered, that it is as neceſſary that 
eſus Chriſt ſhould be proved to be the legitimate 
on of Abraham, as that he ſhould be proved to be 
e ſon of David in a legal ſenſe; for he is empha- 
ically promiſed in Geneſis, chap. xxii. as the ſeed of 
Abraham, in whom all nations were to be bleſſed. 
But, if (as this gentleman ſays) illicit commerce, 
rractiſed by any of the anceſtors of Chriſt, proves 
im illegitimate, then Chriſt cannot be the legiti- 
nate ſon of the Patriarch Abraham, becauſe Judah, 
ne of our Lord's anceſtors, had illicit commerce 
With his daughter in law, Tamar, as mentioned in 
neſts, chap. xxxviii. and Pharez, who was our 
vrd's anceſtor, as appears from Matt. i. 3. was 
1 of that” illicit commerce. But as Chrift's 
oming from him. could not prove that he 
not the legitimate ſon of Abraham, nor the 
ropriety of being joined to an harlot, much leſs 

e uſing a daughter in law as an harlot ; neither 
Woes our Lord's being deſcended from thoſe who 
led practiſed Polygamy, prove the proptiety of ſuch 
iages, nor make his legitimacy doubtful, This 
| us s an argument Mr. M. cannot well get over, un- 
21 C leſs 


were guilty of illicit commerce, that therefore theit 
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Jeſs he will be conſiſtent with himſelf, and ay, 
that whoredom is lawful, becauſe ſome of Chriſt's 
anceſtars practiſed it: And it is a novel doctrine 
to ſuppoſe, that becauſe the anceſtors of any perſon 


poſterity, born a thouſand years afterwards,were ille. 
gitimate, or baſtards; according to this method of 
determining things, every perſon is in * of 
being proved illegitimate. 
- Monog. I really think, Philalethes, that your 
laſt obſervation is very right; and upon that prin- 
ciple, we might even venture to queſtion whether 
Mr. M. himſelf be legitimate, - without the leaft 
reflection upon his immediate parents. No doubt 
but he was born in lawful wedlock ; but perhaps 
in the courſe of time, between the firſt and the laſt 
century, ſome of Mr. M.'s anceſtors might have 
indulged illicit commerce, and then, ipſo fao, he is 
legitimate; he has no right to inherit his father 
eſtate, as he himſelf has pronounced ſentence.  - 
Phil. Your droll retort upon our celebrated 
author, reminds me of another -of his criticiſms on 
the Hebrew text of the Old Teftament : He tells 
us, in one place, that the word [19] Ben ftriftly 
ſpeaking, ſignifies a legitimate fon, in diſtin&ivn i 
from a baſtard; yet, in a note on the ſame chapter iſ 
he is forced to own, that it is the common name 
for a male child; and after this he has the effront · 
ery to tell you, that he thinks Nathan uſed the 
word [12] Ben improperly, as tho Nathan did not 
underſtand 


C38; ) 
, underſtand Hebrew as well as Mr. M. or; as if the 
s Holy Ghoſt, who inſpired the Scriptures, did not 
ne Know, as well as himſelf, what words were proper 
on to be uſed. And. according to this gentleman's 
er ſcheme, every man who meets with a word in the 
le- ¶ Scripture, that oppoſes his beloved luſts or errors, 
of may ſay with this author, that ſome word they 
of Wailike is uſed improperly, and therefore reject the 
moſt important truths of the Goſpel, But to prove 
out that [12] Ben is ſometimes uſed for.natural children, 
m. ve need only refer to Hoſea i. 3. where it is uſed, 
for a ſon of whoredoms: This indeed Mr. M. 
acknowledges to be the caſe, in Judges xi. 1, and 
1 Kings iii. 20. Andas to his obſervation con- 
ing the uſe of the Engliſh word Son; that it is 
peculiarly applied to Sons in a legal ſenſe, it has very 
little weight in it; for when we make uſe of the 
word. Son, unleſs we prefix ſome ſuch words as 
er natural or illegitimate, we naturally conclude that by 
the term Son, is meant a perſon who is ſo in a legal 
enſe; and Mr. M.'s remark reſpecting David's 
d by adultery, being mentioned twelve times 
n eight verſes, 2 Sam, xii. 15. as [ a man 
hild, and not by the word [2] Ben will prove 
nothing as to the abſolute legitimate ſignification of 
that word, when we conſider that in the 2d Kings, 
Iv, 29. and fix following verſes, the ſon of the Shu- 
namite js mentioned nine times, and yet the-word 
a] Ben is not uſed in either of theſe verſes in 
the original; but la manchild, or [Ma] a lad; 
| _ 
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und as this could by no means prove the illegiti, 


macy of the Shunamite's ſon; neither could its not 
being uſed in the place Mr. M. refers to, prove tha 
the word ought to be conſidered as only applicable to 
legitimate children, or deciffve for his purpoſe at all 
But what was it OY which made you 
ſmile juſt now? 

Maonog. It was not, I affure you, that I wa 
inſenſible of the weight of your arguments; bt i 
laughable idea poſſeſſed me that moment, which 
diſordered the muſcles of my face: I could not 
help thinking, what curious female wars would 
follow, if the practice of taking a plurality of wire 
ſhould take place: And as I have ſeen ſome ladies 
in a very ſtriking manner, imitate the appearance of 
warriors, I think there might be fome danger of thei 
learning the uſe of arms, and wounding their delicats 


frames in ſome dangerous manner: I ſhould however 


tremble for their head - dreſſes, and other appurte. 
nances of modern decoration. And to be ſeriou 
on the matter, if once it were to be a prevailing 
opinion, that a mere carnal union was matrimony, 
or marriage, according to the ordinance of God; 
it would then be natural to think, that all which is 
worthy the name of marriage would bid farewel 
to the Chriſtian world. If we confider men and 
wamen as rational creatures, it ſurely becomes them 
to obtain ſome knowledge of each other in a men- 
tal way, before they unite together carnally z but if 
men ang women, at firſt ſight, marry, in Mr, oy 


1 
ſenſe of marriage, it is moſt likely, that as they 
marry like beaſts, they will be apt to divorce one 
another as beaſts likewiſe. 

Phil. I perceive, my friend, that though you 
muſt indulge your merry vein, yet you can 
upon occaſion be ſerious; and then I doubt not but 
you will think with me, that Polygamy is not only 
calculated to promote female jealoufies and conten- 
tions, but alfo, the moſt cruel differences between 
huſbands and their wives: for it is impoſſible to 
ſuppoſe that a woman of ſenſibility, who really loves 
her huſband, could contentedly divide his heart 
with a rival. And where there is no grace, and 
violent paſſions, there will frequently be great 
danger of murder; and as iniquity, like the daugh- - 
ters of the horſe-leach, is continually crying, * give, 
give,” itis therefore natural to conceive, that when 
ere once the having a plurality of wives can be ſup- 
1rte- poſed lawful, men, of the principles of our author, 
iom vill never be ſatisfied ; and at any time, when they 
ling have wo wives, they have nothing to do but to 
ony, find out ſome unbetrothed damſel, and humble her, 
od; and then, according to this licentious ſyſtem, God 
ch 5} himſelf requires them to add her to the number of 
ewe © their wives. 
and Monog. I hope this gentleman, like a polygamiſt 
hem of more ancient date, has fome beloved wife, 
1en- ¶ Heeſba, whom he is determined to eleave to, or 
it if elſe ſhe is not likely to enjoy much happineſs. And 
4. | fuppole that if any wile map ſhould be ſo deceived 
; a3 
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as to think, that the laws of God authorize him to 
have more wives than one, that he will naturally 
conclude, that, for the ſake of peace, he muſt keey 
but one of his wives at home, and the other, or the 
reſt abroad, in the capacity of humble left-hand 
ed wives, as Mr. M. ſpeaks, or as we ſay now oft 
miſtreſs or miſtreſſes; and really I think that the 
noble lord S———h, who is ſo famous for his 
attachment to women, and who. has attended to the 
ordinance of marriage, in Mr. M.'s way, in a variety 
of inftances, ſhould certainly allow this extraordinary 
writer a penſion, for defending the memory of Miſs 
R. and aſſerting, as he does in a note, vol. II. p. 224 
that ſhe was the wife of the noble lord 8, as he 


had cohabited with her for many years, and had fir 


many children by her, and therefore ſays Mr. M, 
me was the wife of the noble lord. This may 
ſerve as a good hint to other ladies, who may be in 
this ſenſe married to that noble lord, or any other 
great man; and it will certainly tend, if this divine 
is not miſtaken, to promote the cauſe of virtue, 
Phil. I conſider it as opening the flood-gates of 
vice and immorality, in a very awful manner, for i 


one who calls himſelf a miniſter of Chriſt to throw ri 


out ſuch hints, concerning (what I ſhall call kept 
miſtreſſes) and how injurious to thoſe noble ladies, 
who are really and rationally married to different 
noblemen, to recommend ſuch a doctrine. And 
however this gentleman evidently wiſhes, in p. 9 if 
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f his Dedication, that the legiſlative powers may 
Rabliſh” laws in favour of Polygamy ; yet I cannot 
at conclude, that they are wiſer than even to 
poſe ſuch a ſcheme i in Parliament. 
Monog. There is one obſervation which this 
thy teacher has made uſe of, to promote his 
loved idea, which if I'could view in the ſame” 
ght i in which he introduces it, would give mo a 
ery ill opinion of the primitive Chriſtians. © He 
ys, vol. I. p. 192, that Polygamy was probably 
ery frequent amongſt the firſt Chriſtians; becauſe, * 
ys our accurate Jogician, Paul directs Timothy 
o chuſe thoſe for biſhops and deacons, who were” 
| e huſbands of one wife. If I could think this a 
- concluſion, 1 ſhould conſequently ' infer, that 
firſt Chriſtians probably were much given to 
ielſſieſs intemperance, bad behaviour, inhoſpi - 
ality, impatience, brawling, and covetouſneſs ; 
uy, that they were even given to drunkenneſs ; 
decauſe the Apoftle ſays, that biſhops and deacons 
ould not only be the huſbands of one wife, but 
at they muſt be vigilant, ſober, of good beha- 
Nour, given to hoſpitality, not given to 1 75 no 
tkers, &c. | 
Phil It muſt be evident to the impartial reader, 
hat the Apoſtle has no ſuch meaning; and it is a 
wreſting of his words thus to interpret them 
ie undoubtedly meant to intimate, that the Hea- 


bent, amongſt whom the firſt Chriſtians ſojourned, 


given to /bo/e evils; and eſpecially, that they 
very 


101 

2 — cohabited with women, without ary 
other ceremony than what Mr, M. calls the ordi. 
nance of God and this they did without having the 
happineſs of an acquaintance with the admirable au- 
thor of Thelyphthora; and therefore the Apoſile 
would have all Chriſtians avoid thoſe vile practices 
but eſpecially biſhops and deacons ſhould be particu. 
larly eireumſpect, not only as Chriſtians, but as being 
in a public capacity, and examples to others, 

. Meneg. I have always conſidered this as the 
meaning of the Apoſtle z and in my view of thingy, 
ſuch an exhortation was perfectly ſuitable; for if 
we ſee a private Chriſtian intemperate or intoxi- 
cated, or given up to any vice, we juſtly condemn 
his practice; but if we ſee a miniſter guilty of the 
ſame evil, though only in the ſame degree, we think 


his guilt far greater than if he were only a private Wc 


Chriſtian, on account of his character. This 1 


ſhould ſuppoſe was intended by what Paul ſays to 
his ſon Timothy, in the third chapter of his firſt 


Epiſtle, But when I obſerve, that becauſe the 
term wife is ſometimes uſed in a diſtributive ſenſe, 


when put in the ſingular number, that therefore ri 


Mr. M. wiſhes to prove, that when it is evidently 


intended to expreſs but one wife, it does not there þ 
mean that a man ſhould have but one wife; but 1 


that it muſt generally be underſtood in a diſtributive 
ſenſe; and while I remark that he would wiſh us to 
think, when other Scriptures ſeem to intimate, that 
it is proper to have but one wit a a time, or that 


. 

man ſhould cleave to his wife ; that this reſpedts 
one of thoſe wives which a man may chuſe 
take, and does not imply any impropriety in 
wing more than one; and if I add to all this, 
is fuppoſition, that our Lord, when he fays, the 
an and his wife are one fleſh, means 

nore than that the man and every one of his 
wires are one fleſh, be they ever ſo many. All 
iſe things conſidered, I really wonder, that, by 
he help of ſophiſtry, this gentleman had not 
d a little farther, and reſpecting Paul's 
ig the word wife in the ſingular number, to 
hew the impropriety of biſhops and deacons hav- 
ig more thin one wife, that Mr. M. had not 
uggefted ſome idea to evade the force of that 
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nink Nerhortation, and take off the prohibition: from 
vate Nccleſiaſtics. By this means, Mr. M. might 
is ae benefited the facred bench, and the cler- 
s toy at large, if any of them were diſpoſed to 
fir Polygamy : and the only way in which I can 
the W can account for this omiſſion, is, that Mr. M. 
nſe, I not perhaps either a biſhop or a.deacon, in the 


mitive ſenſe of that term: Otherwiſe I am diſpo- 
ed to believe he would have made ſuch an attempt, 
hers Is I cannot think that he has any great averſion to 
but he practical part of his favourite ſyſtem, bectuſe he 
tive Feems to fee! the ſubject on which he Writes, in 

s to very progreſſive ſtep of his work. | 
chat | Phil. It is, 1 imagine, too evident, that Mr. NM. 
that Is ſo much attached to his polygamous notions, that 
nan e will ſacrifice almoſt every thing theteto; if this 
D | had 


 —But, ſee, this is the piece of ground which! 


- cerning this ſingular work. 


11 


bad not been the jul I think he would neve 
have intimated, that we ſhould have reaſon to doubt 
of Chriſt's legitimacy, if Polygamy could be prove 


M 


ſinſul; nor would he have underſtood thoſe plain 


Scriptures, which- you have now referred to, a | 
ſpeaking a language which the Holy Ghoſt neve 
intended : and according to his method of inter. 
preting Scripture, the Bible would be of ver 
little uſe to any but thoſe who underſtand Hebrey 
and Greek, unleſs they will depend on Mr. M.. 
tranſlation. But it is eaſy to obſerve, that th, 
tranſlators of the Bible were much more hone 
and impartial than this author, and therefore they 
did not ſo render any paſſage as to favour Poly 
gamy, or any other vice. 

Monog. 1 am quite of your opinion, Philalethez * 


mentioned to you; if you pleaſe we will walk in 
and look at it, and then reſume our diſcourſe cc 


.  Pbil. I have not the leaſt objection to eg 


theſe propoſals, and therefore, if you will lead tei 
way, I will follow you. 


End of the Firſt Dialogue, © 3 


DIALOGUE IL 


Nen Philalethes, you have hen the 
whole, and on this ſpot, which you 
| obſerve is remarkably pleaſant, I mean to 
bud an oute for myſelf and wiſh to know Wut 
ou think of the fituation ? 

Phil. I lixe it much, and it is in ſo many reſpects 
ike an earthly paradiſe, that if you ſhould be 
»Fed to live here, your ſituation would remind 


ther e of 2very judicious. obſervation, which, was once. 
ch | de by a pious gentleman to a nobleman, 
in 


Aeg. What was the obſervation ? 
Phil. Aﬀter the nobleman had ſhewn him every 
of a very elegant ſeat in his poſleſſion, the 
zentleman ſaid, * My Lord, Your houſe and gar- 
dens are ſo grand, and fo pleaſantly ſituated, 
that I hope your lordſhip. will "endeavour to, 
* ſecure heaven, or elſe you will be. a great loſer 
when you die;“ and I hope, my dear friend, 
Monogamus, you will take the ſame hint. 
Monqg. 1 could wiſh that you would not fo fre- 
quently force religion into our converſation ; for 


[ - 


n 


( 20 ) 
though I pretend not to ſo much piety as yourſelf 
yet I have almoſt the vanity” to think myſelf u 
good as Mr. M: if it be his religion to write ſuc © 
books as his two volumes of Thelyphthora. 

Phil. It is not, my dear friend, from any inten. 
tion to affront you, that I ſometimes ſpeak of u 
ligion; nor is it to infinuate any thing of my om 
goodneſs, far from it; but it is from a ſenſe a 
the importance of religion, and becauſe the greu © 
regard I have for you makes me deſire that you 
may be acquainted with its excellency, and taſ 
the ſweetneſs of true godlineſs; but I am ſorry t 
hear you intimate, that you are inclined to ſuppok 
Mr. M.'s religion induced him thus to write: And 
I have ever thought it ungenerous in perſons wht 
do not fear God themſelves, that when they 
ſee profeſſors act unſuitably, they are ſo read 
to ſay, © This is your religion,” when in reality, 
far as profeſſors of godlineſs act unworthy of the! 
profeſſion, it is their want of religion; for Chriſtiani 
teaches every thing that is lovely and of good n 
port. But as you deſire it, we will return to 
former topic,and take a farther view aha amr 
Treatiſe of Female Ruin. 

Moneg. I could wiſh ſo to do; BY 
able note in his firſt yolume juſt now comes int 
my memory, I will aſk your opinion of it: The 
note 1 refer to is on page 182, which, if you vi 
bear with me, I will repeat, and beg your remar 


Ph 


l 


6 


ſelf, WM Phil, I ſhall be obliged to you to repeat it. 
elf u Ang. His words are as follow: © It is to be 
» ſuch © feared, that there are not a few females, who 


inten. 
of re. 
y OWN 


(like other monopoliſts) take the advantage of 
« the poor huſband's ſituation, to uſe him as they 
® pleaſe; and this for pretty much the ſame rea- 
« fon, why the Aſs in the Fable inſulted and kick- 


ſe off © ed the poor Oli Lion, —becauſe it is not in their 
« power to reſent it as they ought. The advice 
* which King Ahaſuerus received from his wiſe 
men, the ſeven princes of Media and Perfia, 
« upon Queen Vaſhti's diſobedience, would have 
an excellent effect could jt be followed: many an 
high ſpirited female would have too cogent a 

* reaſon againſt the indulgence of a refractory 
Af © diſpoſition not to ſuppreſs it. Her pride, which 

ig now the huſband's torment, would then be- 
come his ſecurity, at leaſt in a great meaſure ; 
© for pride is a vice, which, as it tends to ſelf-ex- 
*« altation, maintains uniformly its own principle, 
„not to bear the thoughts of a rival. See 
% Ether i. 10; &c. As things are with us, the 
* poor man muſt grind in mola aſinaria during life. 

«I: is certain, that nothing can be a releaſe 
® from the bond of marriage itſelf but death, or an 
* ac of adultery 1 in the wife; but that a man is 

* at all events bound to maintain the external 
bones, by cohabiting with a woman, who inſtead 
of being an belp-meet for bim (as we ſay) becomes, 
by the violence and perverſeneſs of her temper 

66 
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« or reaſon. Some will tell us, that ſuch a thing 


and endured : So is ſickneſs from the hand off 


A tainly to be ſubmitted to with patience and re. 


* other caſe ? 
| a3 he words it, and I doubt not but you wil 


* 


11 = 
: 


| = SV 
* and diſpoſition, a conſtant and increaſing torment, 
and this after the moſt friendly, tender and kind 
< admonitions, is not conſonant either to Scripture 


* muſt be looked upon as happening by the will of 
0 Providence, as a chaſtiſement or viſitation from 1 
Heaven, and therefore muſt be ſubmitted to 


« God: So are afflitions of all kinds, and cer. 
< {ignation ; ; yet, to uſe means of recoyery from 
& Gakneſs, and of deliverance from trouble and A 
« affliction are apparent duties, and why not in the 


...} have now given you Mr. M.'s Note jul 


think it remarkably curious; eſpecially as the 
purport of it is to teach us, that if à man hu 
an overbearing wife, who thinks her huſband 1 
fool, and that ſhe has abilities which qualify he 
to govern him, that in ſuch a caſe the' poor man 
grinds in mole gſinaria (i. e.) in plain Engliſh, like 4 
horſe in 2 mill, or if you will, like an aſs in 
a mill ; and if a man is married to a woman 
of à violent temper, or to a woman given td 
levity, as it is his duty to take phyſick when 
he. is ſick, ſo in this caſe it is his duty to tel. 
his wife, that unleſs ſhe will behave better, he 
muſt marry another vie; and if this war- 


* a not improve her behaviour, it is then 
1 


— 
— 
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n. 1 
kind P duty to proceed farther, and actually marry 
ture Another wife, or in other words, form a perſonal 


an with ſome other woman, and then the bu- 
fneſs is done: this indeed is an admirable me- 
tod to cure the maladies of diſobedient wives, 
and to make them as humble as their huſbands 
can wiſh them to be, and a ſalutary ſcheme in 
four of both parties. This abundantly proves, 
at Mr. M. is deſirous of ſaving the female 
of the world from the bad conſequences 
f diſobedience to their huſbands, as well as from 
ſad effects of proſtitution. 81 
Phil. 1 remember the note you refer to, and 
hough 1 am no friend to a woman's governing 
der huſband, yet I was much hutt with the ſen- 
ments it contains, and could not help abomi- 
ating the hints it conveys; but I was yet more 


ted with what he ſays before that tote, 
nes, nere treating of huſbands, he ſpeaks thus: 
oy 7 Many things may happen which may be very 
en reaſonable, and indeed unavoidable cauſes of 
W. ſeparation from their wives; as for inſtance, in- 


curable diſeaſe of mind or body, unconquer- 
able violence of temper, perpetual refraQori- 
neſs of diſpoſition, levity of behaviour, which 
\ 'F* though not amounting to ſuch proof as to 
„de the ground of legal divorce, ' yet ſuch as 
„ may deftroy the whole comfort of 4 man's | 
tba life. By theſe and many other means, ah 
" huſband may be reduced to the ſituation of 


_ zealous man is ſo defirous of promoting 


( 24 ) 
„ an unmarried man, haraſſed by the ſame de. 
« fires, ſubje& to the ſame temptations, yet his 
condition is ten. fold worſe; the one my 
* marry, the other cannot; ſo he muſt remauh,, 
* hopeleſs and helpleſs, or plunge into vic 
4 and miſery, . becauſe he is debarred the re- 
„% medy which God hath provided, tripped oi; 
* that undoubted privilege with which God and; 
« nature have inveſted him, by the lies ani. 
* forgeries of fathers and councils.” Here yon. 
have his vile ſyſtem in its own colours, and tui 
miſeries of Monogamy are ſtrongly painted, _ 

Moneg. I think there is ſomething like mer 
in Mr. M.'s performance, I mean his ſpeakit 
fach opinions ſo plainly, for he really c 
his ſentiments without reſerve, If no other be 
conſequences were like to follow, I confeſs, | re 
ſhould not be very willing to hazard the cl 
pleaſure of the ladies, as he has done ; but tl 


-public good, that he proceeds without fea 
knowing how excellent his cauſe is. 

Phil. It is really awful to obſerve in hoy, 
many inſtances this gentlemen perverts the Scri 
ture: in vol. I. page 385, he tells n 
meaning of our Lord, in Matt. xix. 9, w 
it is ſaid, M boſoever ſhall put away bis wiſe, a 
cept it be for fornication, and ſhall marry another 
commitieth adultery, is not of ſuch a nature ie n 
to prove, that all who put away their wives faſauſe 

a0 


| ( a8 IF 
de. Ny other cauſe than fornication, and marry other 
t ha omen, commit adultery, This has generally been 
nderſtood to be Chriſt's meaning in that paſlage;. 
ut ſays Mr. M. by another here, we muſt underſtard 


e read thus, M boſocver ſhall put away bis wife, ex- 
it be for fornication and marry another (man's 
fe) committeth adultery; but there is not the 
aſt reaſon to think, that the text had any ſuch 
ing in view; and it is no better than mers 
Wuibbling in this learned man, when to juſtify 
Nis interpretation he informs us, that we muft 
tWnderſtand a Greek word [ywanxs] as following 


: 
1 


inge word [am] another, had he ſtopped here, 


ae might have been borne with; but to bring 
is Seripture to his ideas, he directs us to inter- 


eas] a different ward, and then we ſhall 
nSnderftand the text, not as our Lord meant, but 
Mr, M. would like it to be underſtood: and 
feuthy all this adding to, and altering the Word 
God, but becauſe his cauſe is ſuch, that it 
"Fannot be ſupported from the Word of Truth, as 
e Holy Ghoſt has handed it down to us; and 


aning, it will prove, that if a man puts away 
y wife, on any account, except adultery, and 
noth"Farries another, even though the ſecond woman 
Ire marries be not another man's wife, yet, be- 
es ifhuſe his firſt wife be living, and there was no 
a0) E juſt 


Wh 
fe, tx 


uber man's"wife, and then our Lord's words muſt 


ret the word [ai, anqther; in the ſenſe af 


cauſe if this text be underſtood in its natural 


( 26) 

Juſt cauſe to put her away, he therefore, in marti. 
ing another, commits adultery : but as this doctrine MI 
militates againſt Mr. M.'s ſyſtem, he endeavoun | 
to prove, that the text contains no ſuch meaning; | 
he has, indeed, to juſtify his remarks on the words, 
cited the 29th v. of the x. chap. of the firſt Epi. 
tle to the Corinthians, where the Apoſtle is ſpeak-* 
ing of another man's conſcience, and the Greet 
word [] is ſo tranſlated; but that place i 
not pertinent to the caſe in hand, that rendering . 
is evidently neceſſary in the text Mr. M. refers ty , 

in Corinth. but in Matth. it is not, for the words bex 
another more obvious meaning; as it is very pol \ 
{ble' to marry another wife, without marrying aw. 1 
ther*s wife, but another conſcience muſt be another . 

conſcience, and therefore Paul's words are juſth 
tranſlated another man's conſcience, but as to ou 3 
Lord's words in Matthew the caſe is totally different 4 
, Monog. It appears, that Mr. M. in this criticiſn i 
has uſed a little holy guile and a little Goſpel deceit 4 
this he las done alſo in what he has ſaid reſpedtin 4 
Hannah and Peninnah, the two wives of Elkanah: th 
he wiſhes to prove that Peninnah was the firſt taken th 
wife, and that Elkanah married Hannah after Pen h 
nah, though he acknowledges, that it is the genen 4 
opinion of commentators, that Hannah was marie A 

to her huſband before Peninnah: but this reveren(F . 

Polygamiſt determines to differ from ſuch con 5 


ments, and concludes, that Hannah was the laſtt 
ken wife, and this he does for the important purpol 


( 27 ) 
of proving that Samuel was born of a polygamous 
marriage, and that fince ſo great a man of God, as 
Samuel was, was ſo born, therefore Polygamy muſt 
be lawful; and I conceive, that on the ſame princi- 
ple I might ſay, if I were diſpoſed to the practice 
of whoredom, Jephthah was a ſon of whoredoms, 
and. therefore, if God would make uſe of an harlot, 
to bring forth ſuch a man as Jephthah, ſurely he 
cannot abhor the practice, as is commonly ſuppoſed 
for though Jephthah was not ſo great a man as 
Samuel, yet he was a great man, and ajudge of Iſrael. 
Phil. You think it wrong in me, my dear friend 


verſation, but you have yourſelf obliged me to do 


deceit, It is too true, that ſome who profeſs holi- 
neſs, and a love of the Goſpel, do manifeſt too 
much deceit and guile; but it is as true, that real 
holineſs of heart, and real love to the Goſpel, will 
induce thoſe who really fear God to ſcorn and 
deteſt every thing of the deceitful kind; but you 
muſt ſtill remember, that all who profeſs theſe 
things do not really poſſeſs them: I will not ſay 
that Mr. M. is deftitute thereof; but I muſt ſay, 
that if his heart be right with God in other things, 
yet, if we had nothing to judge by but his books 
in favour of Polygamy, we might judge righteous 
judgment, and yet judge the worſt of him. As to 
his obſervations concerning Hannah, I am at a 


loſs for words to expreſs my indignation at them, 
Thi; 


Monogamus, to introduce religion into our con- 


it now, by your ſpeaking of holy guile and Goſpel 
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( 28 ) 
This gentleman allows Hannah to be ſpoken of 
firſt; and alſo, that in the original Hebrew, Peninnab 
is called (52) the ſecond, as he is forced to 
allow in a note: Yet, becauſe the word [rp] 
Tometimes ſignifies the other, it muſt fo ſignify here, 
and not the /econd, becauſe, though Mr. M. will 
not be guided by tranſlations, yet here the Engliſh 
tranſlation ſeeming to favour his ſcheme, he chuſe 
to follow it; and as to what he has ſaid concern. 
ing Peninnah's being ſerved firſt in the peace-offer. 
ings, there is no-proof of that; it is only mentioned, 
that Elkanah gave her a portion; and in the ſame 
verſe, that he'gave Peninnah's children portions; 
if therefore that verſe will prove Peninnah was 
ſerved firſt, it will alſo prove that her children 
were ſerved before Hannah: But can any reader, 
except Mr. M. or ſome perſon who is as great a 
Polygamiſt as himſelf, ſuppoſe that Elkanah, 


who loved his wife Hannah ſo well, would have 


added to her mortification, by ſerving the children 
of her adverſary before her? Surely no. 

Monog. Mr. M. diſcovers a moſt happy talent 
in getting rid of thoſe Scriptures which make 
againſt Polygamy; and however high the fence 
which the Bible has ſet, he leaps over it with as 
much eaſe as he would leap a hedge in purſuit of 
a fox: You will bear with this fimile, as it is 
ſaid hunting is Mr. M.'s favourite diverſion. 
But I think one of his moſt weighty argu- 
ments is, that the Patriarchs practiſed Polygamy, 

| and 


CALLAN 


R E88 


TY 8 K 


— 


( 29 ) 
and he tells you, that for ſo doing they had not 
the leaſt reproof from God, or the moſt diſtant 
hint of his diſpleaſure; on the contrary, the off- 
ſpring of ſuch wives were bleſſed in an extraordi · 

Phil, It muſt be acknowledged, that ſome of 
the moſt eminent of the Patriarchs had more wives 
than one, and that they were not verbally reproved 
or cenſured for it; and that ſome of the children of 
polygamous connections were peculiarly fayoured : 
but if this be confidered as a ſufficient plea for 
Polygamy, then it would follow, from the ſame 
method of arguing, that as Jacob, the Patriarch, 
got the Bleſſing from his father by deceit and 
fraud, and God never verbally reproved him for it, 
but even crowned his father's blefling with a divine 
and eternal one; that therefore it is right for men 
nah, {Win every age to defraud their brethren, to deceive 
have Wtheir parents, and that God himſelf allows it. This is 
indeed a wretched ſubterfuge,which Mr.M. flies to. 

Monog. As little as I know of divinity, methinks, 
if I ſhould go upon ſuch a plan, I could find an ex- 
cuſe for almoſt every vice, 

Phil, You certainly might; but it is not our wiſ- 
dom to follow the patriarchs in their ſinful infirmi- 
ties, but only to follow them as far as they followed 
ie Lord, and walked with him; and though God 
did not verbally reprove Abraham, or Jacob, or Da- 
id, for having more wives than one, or Jacob for 
deceit and fraud which he practiſed with his fa- 

ther 


| ( 80 ) 
ther and brother, yet he reproved them all by 4. 
flictive providences of different kinds, of which i 
might be ſaid, as of Abimelech's preſent, and hi 
ſpeech to Sarah, mentioned in Geneſis xx. thy 
hereby they were all reproved. And Mr. M. mut 


have obſerved many things in the conduct of the 
patriarchs, that God certainly abhorred, which 


nevertheleſs, he did not expreſs his diſpleaſure a, 


totidem verbis, in ſo many words. This muſt hay 
been the caſe as to Noah's intoxication, as to the 
falſehood of Abraham and Iſaac, concerning their 
wives, whom they ſaid were their ſiſters, and as ty 
the inceſt ofJudah and Lot; and in ſome ſuch view, 
we muſt confider Joſeph's ſwearing by the life d 
Pharoah. Theſe and many other fimilar inſtance 
God never reproved theſe ſaints for, fo far as wt 
know, in expreſs terms, and yet there can be m 
doubt but they were heinous fins in the fight of Je 
hovah: but if, on account of God's not directly, or 
verbally reproving theſe ſaints, any man ſhould be 
ſo weak and wicked as to plead that drunkenneſ, 
 falſchood, inceſt, or profane ſwearing were lawful, 
- and ſhould therefore indulge himſelf in theſe vil 
practices, he would find in the Day of Judgement, 
that God had taken ſome effectual methods, in a u 
of Providence, of reproving his ſaints for their fins; 
and if himſelf died in impenitence, he would then 
find that God had an awful method of reproviny 
ſuch preſumptuous finners in hell. But in a ver 
ſtriking manner were moſt of the ſaints who by 
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J of ed polygamy reproved, by the many unhappy- 
4 * Iifferences which ſubſiſted in their families, in con- 


quence of their having a plurality of wives; ſuch 
s that between Sarah and Hagar, and Abraham's 
Jiftreſs about Iſhmael, that alſo between Rachel 
| Leah, and what Jacob muſt feel in conſequence: - 
David alſo was viſited of God by the troubles of 
is family, and by his ſon Abſalom going to his 
father's wives; thus was Elkanah reproved by the 
ontempt which Peninnah caſt on his beloved Han- 
nah; and I doubt not but Jacob's dread of his bro—- 
ther Eſau's killing him was in conſequence of his 
remembrance of his treachery to his brother; there- 
by he learned the evil of his former conduct, and 
od's providence corrected him for it. And what 
the Lord ſays in II. Sam. xii. and 8, concerning his 
giving David, Saul's wives into his boſom, is rather 
a proof of David's inſatiability as to women, than 
any proof of God's approbation of polygamy : Mr. 
M. imagines, that this inſtance reſpecting David 
muſt prove the lawfulneſs of the ſcheme which he 
is defirous to promote, becauſe God ſays, that be 
gave David thoſe wives ; but this in reality will 
prove nothing, becauſe in that very book of Sam. 
xii, chap. and 11th verſe, the ſame God declares 
to David, I will take thy wives before thine eyes, and 
give them unto thy neighbour, and be ſhall lie with thy 
wives in the fight of the ſim ; as in this laſt inſtance, 
it being ſaid, that God gave David's wives to Abſa- 
lom, can never be underſtood to juſtify adultery, 
| neither 
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. ean the other inſtance juſtify polygamy; if 
the former proves the la wfulneſs of having many 
wives, the other will prove the propriety of an abo- 
minable fin. Mr. M. ſeems in ſome meaſure ſen, 
ble of this, and therefore he tells us, that though the 
expreſſions in the two paſſages are ſo fimilar, we 
muſt underſtand one as ſpeaking in favour of hi 
own notion, and yet allows that the other is by no. 
means calculated ta excuſe adultery, and he has very 
wiſely mentioned the two inſtances in very different 
parts of his book. I will not ſay this is done 
by. deſign, but I have my ſuſpicions on that 5 
Manog. You have refuted Mr. M. 's plea in fa. 
wour of polygamy, which he has founded upon Da- 
vid's having Saul's wives, in my view, effecually; i 
but although I do not approve of his theme, I am. 
in doubt whether you can ſo well get aver his ob. 
fervations on Deut. xxi. and 15, reſpecting a man's 
having two wiyes, one beloved and the other hated, 
and what he ſays on Deut. xxv. and 5, where the 
furviving brother is directed to take the deceaſed 
brother's wife. 
Phil. In reſpect to what is faid in theſe Scriptures, i 
it is not poſſible for Mr. M. to prove from Deut. 
xxi. and 15, that what Moſes there ſpeaks reſpeds i 
2 man's having two wives at once; and if it ſhould . 
be concluded, that in the caſe there ſpoken of, the 
two wives were living, as ſucb, at the ſame time, 
yet this would by na means ſhew God's opponents 
no 
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f Polygamy, if the father and his fecond wife 
ad finned, this could be no reaſon that the firſt- 
rn child, ſhould on that account ſuffer ; and that 
ehovah ſhould direct his ſervant Moſes, to point 
t certain regulations reſpecting the children of ſuch 
rents, was no more calculated to ſhew that God 
proved of any polygamous acts done before, 
han Mr. M. 's encouraging the Lock-Hoſpital, and 
Wing any directions concerning the young women 
ept there, can indicate his approbation of the 
ice which brought them into ſuch a ſituation, as 
nade them with to enjoy the benefit of that charity. 
Ind as to the command of God, which requires the, 
iving brother to take the wife of his deceaſed 
rother, we have no proof that this law extended 
v men who were already married; and it appears 
om the writings of Joſephus, who certainly knew 
te cuſtoms of the Jews better than Mr. M. that 
hen a man was required to marry Ruth, he 
leged, by way of excuſe, that he had a wife and 
hildren, as a reaſon for not taking his kinſman's 
ifez and though Mr. M. will not allow that this 
as the cauſe of his'refuſing to marry Ruth, yet a 
nore impartial reader of Joſephus, than this diſ- 
erning gentleman, will certainly conclude that this 
was the alleged reaſon, And when in Exodus xxi. 
and 10, God commands that if a man has married 
his ſlave, and takes another wife, that he ſhall not 
ithhold the duty of marriage from his fr wife, 
te lawfulneſs of having more wives than one, is no 
ot F | | more 
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more proved thereby, than the ſuitable regulatiq 
given in the next chapter reſpecting thoſe who hal 
goods committed to-their truſt, which were taken 
from them, will juſtify the propriety of acts of theft, 


If a man thinks, that becauſe he has married hi 


ſlave, he may caſt her off, and marry another, Gol 
will thereby teach ſuch a man that his firſt wiſe 
though originally a ſlave, was nevertheleſs hi 
wife in the fight of God, as being betrothed to him 
and therefore not to be flighted, And whateye 
other inſtances we have of Polygamy in Scripture, 
as practiſed by the ſaints, or of God's giving direc- 
tions to prevent the evil conſequences of that fin, 
they are certainly only calculated to prove, that Gol 
permitted Polygamy for wiſe ends, either for th 
| Purpoſe of increafing thoſe families who profeſſed 
true religion, that by ſuch a mean the worſhip « 
Jehovah might be the more fully and general) 
eſtabliſhed, or for the hardneſs of the hearts « 
ſome, who notwithſtanding were real friends to 
religion; as it is evident that ſome of the ſaints who 
had great grace, yet manifeſted much corruption 
Thus it was with David, in the matter of Bathſheba 
and with Jonah, who told God he did well to be 
angry; which expreſſion was certainly hateful to 
God, though it was the language of an highly: 
favoured faint. X 

Monog. I am glad to hear, Philalethes, that you 
think, God does not approve of the fins of his peo 


_- and if fo, I think Mr, M. will meet with ſome 
awful 
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awful reproof, as his writing this treatiſe makes it 
doubtful whether he was not, while penning it, 
nder ſome ſuch influence as Rernardino Ochino 
was, who frankly owned, in a note on“his dialogue 
in favour of Polygamy, which was written two 
zundred years ago, that while he was reviſing a 
wiſe, proof of his publication, a blitheſome ſort of a laſs, 
ho proteſted- ſhe would ſooner have a huſband 
id a half, than half a huſband, was leaning re- 
bly hard over his left ſhoulder, and thought 
hat the ſtory of a cock and a bull, reſpected the 
propriety of a cock having many hens, and a bull 
having many cows. 
Phil. Some perſons will certainly imagine, that 
. M. has written under ſome ſuch influence as 
lat author did, which you refer to; and if men are 
o irrational as to make beaſts their examples, no 
onder if ſuch practices are approved, or pleaded for; 
but men of reaſon and religion will certainly deſpiſe 
uch influences and ſuch arguments; and if God's 
pwn people walk in ſuch ways, he will certainly viſit 
hey for their ſins; becauſe as he is a holy God, he 
ates all fin wherever he finds it, and even though 
te may not declare in words, how much he is diſ- 
leaſed with them, yet by ſome ſore affliction, he will 
e over every ſin of his people,ſomething like what 
_ concerning David's adultery, te thing which 
you d did diſpleaſed the Lord; and if the author of 
eo⸗ TS had poſſeſſed a little more of the fear 
"met God, he would rather have wiſhed that his right 
yu) band 


( 36 ) 
hand might have forgotten its cunning, than hae 
ſent ſuch a diabolical publication into the world. 
Moncg. It appears to be one part of Mr. M. 
plan, to prove that the man who humbles a virgin 
ought to marry her, even if he has à wife ad Nena 
ready; and although the virgin's'father ſhould op. 
poſe it; and therefore he ſnews us how the word 
in Exodus xxii. and 17. ſhould be tranſlated, and 
how great is the obligation which we are under befe 
to him, for thus correcting our Engliſh tranſlators} 

Phil. The obſervations of this writer, on thi 
Hebrew word [DX] in that place, are far from be. leſs 
ing juſt : he ſuppoſes the man who has enticed i ¶ ck 
maid that is not betrothed, muſt marry her, eve 
if her father be againſt it; but as the text ſtand 
| unperverled, it implies no ſuch thing, either in the 
original, or in our tranſlation; and therefore Mr. M 
will have us render the word Ic] there uſed Hdd 
the Engliſh word though, and not by if, which» 
evidently the natural meaning of the word in this 
place: Here he departs from Montanus, whom hel: 
much admires; and indeed it appears to be the de. 
termined reſolution of this gentleman to depart wi 
from truth, from reaſon, from the Bible, and Chriſt duc 
himſelf, except he can engage all in the ſervice a if a 
Polygamy, or make them ſpeak in favour of i me: 
man's marrying all the women whom he chuſes u fol 
humble, although he ſhould be lawfully : married u hap 
ſome woman before. 

' Monog. It is exceflively kind in Mr. M. to engage 
ſo ſanguinely in the favour of men, who may wiſt 
to 
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have to marry a ſecond wife, being tired of their firſt; and 
d. Hir his hints to our Parliament were to be attend- 
M. ed to, as he wiſhes, it would be curious enough 
irginſſto read an act of parliament, in which it ſhould be 
e al. N enacted, that if a married man had debauched, or in 
1 op-MM. M.'s delicate idea, married a virgin, that ſhe way 
ort all intents and purpoſes, as much his lawful wife, 
andi the woman he had taken far better and for worſe 
inder before the parſon: and it is very poſſible, that if ſuch 
2 law was made, ſome polygamiſts might have more 
wives in a little time than they could well keep, un- 
leſs they were very rich, or enough to make them 
fick of Polygamy, if their eſtates were large. 

Phil. A law to make ſingle men marry thoſe 
young women whom they humble, might in ſome 
caſes be uſeful; but it is doubtful whether it would 
de ſo in general, as it very frequently happens that 
the man wha perſuades a young woman to renounce 
her virtue, is ſo vile a character, that ſhe had better 
bear the ſhame of her folly, than be] tied to him 
bor life; and this was undoubtedly a principal rea- 
de · fon why that falutary law was eſtabliſhed in Exod. 
ii. which is evidently intended to give a parent 
uch power over his daughter, for her benefit, that 
if a worthleſs fellow has enticed her, and ſhe by any 
means ſhould, on cool reflection, be convinced of her 
folly, and be ſenſible that ſhe is not likely to be 
happy with the author af her diſgrace, that in ſuch 
a caſe the father ſhould have a diſcretionary power 
to prevent their living together afterwards, This 
p law 
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Wen ſtands in the Bible appears. excellent 
but if Mr. M. 's tranflation of the word [N be 
lowed, it loſes all ita excelleney; and it is perhan 
a query whether Mr. M. himſelf, under /ome cin 
rumſtances, might not think that this rule, without 
his perverſion of a word thereof, was remarkably 
good, eſpecially if we were to ſuppoſe that Mr. M 
had two amiable daughters, and that ſome wretched 
debauchee' ſhould affect the appearance of a wor 
thy man, and in ſome unguarded hour, perſuade one 
of them to give herſelf up to him, and he ſhould 
humble her. Would Mr. M. then rejoice in the 
1dea that God's law obliged the debauchee and hi 
daughter to conſider themſelves as man and wife! 
or would it not hurt his feelings as a parent, and 
make him wiſh, that though it were impoſſible to 
prevent the miſchief already done, yet that he had 
it in his power to prevent a beloved daughter from 
being chained to a deceitful villain for life? 
nog. In my view of things, this gentleman's 
ſyſtem is bad in every reſpe and inimical int 
particular-manner to the elergy in general; for by 
ſuppoſing that no ſort of ceremony is neceſſary to 
conſtitute marriage, but that which is common to 
beaſts, as well as rational creatures, the poor clergy 
would be deprived of a conſiderable part of their 
income; and I ſhould pity thoſe pogr women,who; N thit 
if this plan were generally adopted, might for a time Wthe: 
be perſonally united to particular men, and ſoon af. Non 
ter nene of the tim they Rim 
| hal MM 
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ad been connected with thoſe men, whom Mr. M. 
rould call their byſbands, any children ſhould be 
horn to them, how unhappy muſt the caſe of ſuch 
fants be! and I really think him to be highly cul- 
able in publiſhing ſuch ſentiments, even if with 
imſelf we could ſuppoſe them good, unleſs he 
Md previouſly obtained an act of legiſlature, to 
onfirm his idea of marriage, or at leaſt to make 
ztural children legitimate: without this, if any 
hould take his advice, and if young perſons of- 
oth ſexes, who have already a diſtant connexion, 
ould be perſuaded to think that God's holy ordi- 
ance of marriage was nothing more than what 
r. M. ſays it is, we ſhould have marriages in a- 
undance, and a miſerable group of natural chil- 
uren. And the artful ſervant maid, who might be 
veary of continuing in a ſervile capacity, and was 
ewdly diſpoſed, would perhaps uſe all thoſe wiles 
hich wicked women praiſe to induce her maſter 
o humble her; and ſhe might perhaps quiet her 
onſcience by conſidering, that according to Mr. 


r by WM.'s ideas, it is hard for a man to be confined to 
to one wife, when even the patriarchs had more, and 


pecially if her miſtreſs ſhould have any bodily 
complaint, or be refractory, or given to levity ; as 
our penetrating divine has determined that theſe 
ho; Wthings are ſufficient reaſons for ſeparation : perhaps 
me therefore the vicious female ſervant might take pity 
if. Won her maſter, and by proſtituting herſelf, comfort 
ey kim under his affliction; and then ſays Mr. M. the 

law 


many more, equally bad or worſe; would certainly 
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law of God obliges him to make her his wiſe, ad 
equal with her miſtreſs; and what vicious ſervan 
but would take this advantage and rival her, whom * 
ſhe had been uſed to wait upon, if poſſible. an 
Phil. The ſad conſequences you mention, and 


follow, if this gentleman were allowed to dictate 
to the chriſtian world, as to this particular; and 
though I am not of opinion, that it is right for 
clergymen of any church to monopolize the power c 
marrying perſous to themſelves, yet ſome previc 
ſolemn contract is certainly neceſſary to bind men 
whom other principles will not ſufficiently bind; and 
the pious, conſcientious man, cares not how form: 
ly, or how ſolemnly he is bound, as he wiſhes tt 
do thatwhich is right, even in caſes, wherein the la 
of man will not confine him; and I imagine tha 
every ſuch man will allow, that the laws of thi 
country, as to marriage, in many reſpects, thoug| 
not in all, are ſalutary. 
 Monog.. When I remarked ſome of the obſ 
ons in this new work, in favour of Polygamy 
1 was rather ſtruck, to find how ſimilar the arg 
ments were to thoſe of that ancient polygamilgh.., 
Bernardino Ochino, whom I think I mentioned. 
to you before: he, in a few words, tells us much 
that which Mr, M. has ſaid in his long perform 
ance, when ſpeaking to his opponent, © Abrahan 
ſays Bernardino, © you know had more wives that 
5 one, as likewiſe David, and abundance of other: 
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nd nd had it been unlawful for them to have takef 
"vant more than one wife, they would have been ſin- 
ners, in marrying ſeveral women, and what chil- 
dren they had by all their wives, except the firſ 
and vould hive been baſtards, becauſe not begotten 


in lawful wedlock. ' Thus ſpake that venerable 
puchin Bernardino Ochino, and how mutch like 
e language of the Rev. Mr. M.? 
Pbyl. Thoſe, Monogamus, who have oppoſed the 
th, have been obliged in all ages to have recourſe 
the ſame weak pleas and arguments ; but Mr. M 
xcels in this, and objects to what few, at leaſt of | 
he decent part of mankind, would have objected z 
nely, to the tranllation of the hebrew words 
rena pa. which ſignify a man's cleaving to 
is wife, words that our learned author intimates 
tha duld be rendered in Engliſh, not ſhall cleave 10 bis 
| Me but ſhall be cemented into bis wife; but the tranſ- 
Have, in this reſpect, acted very ſuitably, as 
ey did not wiſh to render theſe words in any futh 
hanner as would convey indecent ideas, and beſides 
they proved themſelves good and impartial 
dges of the original, as they had undoubtedly ob- 
| red, that the phraſe was to be underſtood in a ge- 
Peral view, and not to be confined to Mr. M.'s gro/ 
lea; as it is ſometimes uſed to expreſs a ſpiritual 
etving to the Lord, thus in Deut. iv, and 4, we | 
e [mma PPT) a ſimilar ae e which 
ſpects nothing of a carnal nature, but a cleaving 
Jehovah in a religious ſenſe; and when ſuch an 
G expreſſion 
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| expreſſion i is applied to a man and his wite, it © 
tainly denotes their cleaving together ir. affes 
as well as every cher part of conjugal duty. 
 Moneg. Mr. M. to uſe his own expreſũon, 3 
| pears to be not a little ſkilful in the vamping u 
cobbling way, as to his interpretation of particul 
Scriptures; but in all his treatife nothing ſurpri 
me more than his remarks on Whittington's bell 
I could not have imagined ſo grave a divine wo 
have introduced any thing of fo trifling a natun 
Mr. M. ſeems to hint, that thoſe perſons, vl 
: read the Scripture, and underſtand it in fuch 
manner as to conceive that it condemns Polygami 
are perhaps influenced more by the ſound if 
' words than: their real meaning, and that 
- miſts comment upon the Scripture as Whittingt 
did on the bells which he heard ; Mr. M. 
us that Whittington hearing the bells ring, int 
| preted the found of them in the following manne 
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Turn again Wipes; 
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Tord. Mayor of — 
Men of deep ſtudy need relaxation, and here 
think Mr. M. retires from his exceſſive labours, | | 
favour of Polygamy, to a receſs rather unworthy 
of! himſelf; but if the great Mr. M. will ſtoop 
low, may we not retort upon him? and, with 1 
leaſt as much reaſon, conjecture, that from 


| 
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reneral ſcope of his treatiſe, he has ſo underſtood 
he Seripture, that it all ſounds in his ideas, like 

—— x 3 
Po-h-ga-—my. 

Phil. You * now reminded me, Monogamus, 
if Solomon's | words, anfaver a fool according to his 
y, ft be be wiſe i in his. own conceit ; and nothing can 
0 your ludicrous idea, but 2. thought of hat 
nture. Mr. M. has evidently endeavoured to bring 
be whole Seripturet to fide, with his beloved doctrine, 
d aß he is, laughable in his obſervation upon 
hittington, ſo it is not, in my opinion, any proof of 
is 2.494 in the Proteſtant cauſe, that he ſhould inti- 
e in one place, that thoſe who ſay Polygamy is 
a act warſe than the papiſts, in ſtriking the ſe. 
nd commandment out of the Decalogue : nay he 
1 ainuates, that i in this view, the papiſts have only a 
note in their eye, but that Proteſtant Monog amiſts 
ave a beam in theirs; nor does Mr. M. diſcover any 
ett diſpoſition, when, becauſe the clergy of his own 
have ſome lucrative benefit from marriages, 
ic joins them with Romiſh prieſts and popes, in his 
enſyres, and introduces the expreſlion, of that de- 
table; pope, who ſaid, O quantum profuit nobis 
her fabula Chriſti, (i. e.) O how profitable ta us 
5 this fable of Chriſt: this was indeed language 
worthy of an, infidel, or an atheiſtical pope, but 
h moſt improper to be bus introduced by 
Wie? 2 character as Mr. M. but he is ſo fond of the 
V of n. that it is s aHoniſhing to what 

lol] 7 lengths, 
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lengths he goes, and what weak arguments he 
| ſometimes makes uſe of; he remarks in one place 
that ſome have ſaid, © Polygamy can not be lay. 
ful, becauſe. the union between Chriſt and big 
church is compared to the marriage union be. 
tween a man and his wife; and as Chriſt has bu 
one church, fo 1 a man ſhould have but one wife. 
In anſwer to this, Mr. M. obſerves to us, that in t. 
New Teſtament, we read of ſeveral churches d 
' Chriſt being at different f places, and Chriſt was tl 
Spiritual huſband of them all; and from hence hl 
concludes, that this argument of nis opponen 
againſt his ſentiments muſt fall to the groun 
Aſtoniſhing! that a man of letters mould cht 
reaſon: If he could have proved that Chriſt hu 
more ſpiritual brides than one; or that, if ar mu 
has five wives, yet they are but one body; or mak 
but one wife altogether; then there would 
been ſome force in this argument: For all Chil 
churches i in different places make but one bride, a 
one myſtical body ; and make up that one myſlic 
woman, which hath Chriſt for her huſband; 

hence it is ſaid, in the Revelations, xxi. chap. u 
gth verſe, where the whole Church of Chriſti 
evidently meant, that the Church is the Lamb 
wife, not his wives, The Lamb has but one hi 
though ſhe has many members, as the human be 
hath, and yet is but one; but many wives u 
many members are very different things, and! 
are the myſtical union between Chrift and | 

Church, and Mr, M. 's miſcrable notions of Pal 
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gimy, and his ſophiſtical arguments in fayour of 
it. And, as when God made Adam, he made 
him but one wife, but would certainly have made 
him more, if more than one had been' neceſſary to 
his happineſs fo, if men will take more wives than 
one, they will by no means-increaſe their felicity 
in ſo doing, and as our Lord ſpeaks, frem the begin- 
ning it 46195 not ſo, © And as to what Mr. M. ſuggeſts, 
tht if Polygamy had been ſinful, ſurely in ſome 
part of God's Word it would have been poſitively 
forbidden: We may well conclude that it was for- 
biddeti in ehe Seventh Commandment, as well as 
ſernidation, 'although'neither are particularly men- 
tioned in the Decalogue. And when the Prophets 
reproved the Jews for adultery, under that general 
idea, no doubt they reproved them who practiſed 
Polygamy: It is not ſaid in the Sixth Command - 
ment; that cauſeleſs anger has the nature of murder 
in it in the ſight of God: nor in the SeventhCom- 
mandment, that looking upon a woman, to luſt after 
her, is adultery; and yet it is evident, from our 
Lord's Sermon on the Mount, that thoſe evils are 
breaches of thoſe parts of God's Law, and conſe. 
— were prohibited thereby. | 

Mpeg. I could not but remark myſelf, that 
Mr. M,'s method of treating his opponents, and 


their arguments, appeared rather extraordinary z 


and it made me conclude, that he had ſome ac- 
quaintance with the quirks of the law as well as 


— — — — — 
: 


Ai 46; )) 


| how he triumphss in aſſerting, that Chriſt did not 


come to- give us a_new law? Here he thinks he 
has gained no. ſmall advantage over his adverſaries, 

(Phil. It will readily be granted, that Chriſt did 
not come to give us à new law; but As it is im- 
poſſible for Mr. M. to make it evident, that Poly. 


gamy was pleaſing. ta God under the Moſaic 


diſpenſation, this will prove nothing in fayour af 


his beloved ideas, At the ſame time it is evident 


that our Lord came to give us a proper idea of 


the Law, and to ſhew:us, that ſome things ritten 
by Moſes had been permitted only for the hardngly 


n which ke ditt nes with i 
dutciples to pratife, | 2 la ot 
Aung. Whether Chai came. to ee 
new law or not, I think it is pretty evident, that 
Mr. M. aims fo to do; and yet he wiſhes to con- 
vince you, that he has antiquity on his fide ; for as 
Lamtek was a Polygamiſt, and lived ſo tear Adam, 
Mr. M. concludes that Lamech muſt know Adam's 
ſentiments on the matter; and he infers from 
to have more wives than one, otherwiſe he would 
have told his children the evil of it, and Lamech he 


ſuppaſes then would not have practiſed it ; This, to 


be ſure, is an admirable method of arguing, as if all 
children were ſo mindful of their parents as to avoid 
every evil which their parents adviſed them againſt. 
A murderer, who had. Killed his brother, might, on 


the ſame. principle, ſay,” * 1 certainly cannot deſerve 


death, 


vid \l 
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death, though I have killed my brother; for Cain 


was not put to death for the like crime : And as he 
was Adam's fon, if his father had thought there 
was any evil in ſuch an act, he certainly would 
have told him, and then it is not probable that 
Cain would have taken away his brother's life.“ 
Phil, Mr. M.'s logic is certainly very ſingular : 

in as unfair à manner does he reaſon concerning 
Joaſh. Of him it is ſaid, that he did that which 
was right in the fight of the Lord, all the days of 
Jehoĩada, the prieſt; and therefore, as Jehoiada, 
the prieft, provided him two wives, and it is faid 
that all the days of that good man, the king did 
well, from this Account Mr. M. thinks it is plain 
that Polygamy was allowed of God. But has this 
author. nevet obferved, that in the 8th verſe of the 
xiv. chapter of the firft book of Kings, it is ſaid by 
God, of David, that he kept God's commandments, 
and followed him with all his heart, and did that 
only which was right in bis eyes? When God gave 
this honourable teftimony of David, can -it be 
thought, that his murder and adultery were right 


in the eyes of the. Lord? Such a thought muſt 


be rejected: and that ſo good a prieſt as Jehoiada 
ſhould procure two wives for the king, will no 
more prove God's approbation of that act, than 
his approbation of fin in general, becauſe too often 
committed by great and good men: the language of 
Scripture therefore,' concerning both David and 
Joaſh, muſt be andere in a reſtricted ſenſe, as 

| ſpeaking 


* 
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| fpatking not of every action of their lives, but Abe 
to the general ſoope of their conduct. | 
' Monop. If Joaſh ws perfect before God « af 
bis days, I am ſure it cannot be proved that 
Mr. M. is perfectly conſiſtent in all bis writings ; 
for in page 158, vol. I; he finds great fault with 
Biſhop Patrick; for calling any part of the lawn 
Maſes's law, as implying too much that Moſe e 
ſpike by his own wiſdom or ſpirit, and yet. 
Mr. M. in the next page, poſitively aſſerts, thaflind 
what Moſes has written reſpecting divorces vn 
from his own authority, and not by God's direai 
on : it 1s not a little curious that this gentleman wil 
take ſuch liberties himſelf, and yet be difpleaſed 
with the good Biſhop for ſo ſmall a matter; but 
if, as is reported, this grand work of Thelyphthory, 
has been the labour of ſeveral years, poſſibly Mr. M. 
in the courſe of that time, might have changed hi 
ting, and this may perhaps account for his /cemin 
tao differ from himſelf: or poſſibly in the heat « 
his [triumphs over his adverſaries, or in the midi 
of his ſhouts in favour of polygamous marriages, 
he has, like other conquerors, . his victor 
too far. | 
Phil. He is ſo glaringly inconſiſtent in many in 
ſtances, that I was almoſt tempted to think 
' himſelf had taken this wiſe man in his own craft! 
neſs, by preventing him from ſeeing his own ſtrik 
ing improprieties, and thereby cauſed. his own fi 
to find him out; otherwiſe, I think, he would hav! 


bee h 
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been aſtiamed to have endeavoured to prove, that 
n ſome parts of the Old Teſtament; where a virgin 
2 ſpoken of, we mult underſtand, that a 
bed Virgin 1 is meant; with a view evidently 
bre us, if poſſible, from thinking there is 
py. fin in luſting after virgins not betrothed, or 
narried women 3 and for the ſame reaſon he di- 
eds us to underſtand our Lotd, in Matth. v. 28, 


ol 
yet ſpeaking wo married or betrothed women z 
third when 2 Greek word is wanted to prevent the 


New Teſtament from ſpeaking againſt Polygamy, 
out author very ingeniouſly ſupplies it; and though 


Hebrew letters, that the leaving out thoſe tittles 
which diſtinguiſh (3) Beth. from [5] Caph, and 
[1] Daleth from A Reſch, in any Hebrew word, 
Mould be of great conſequence, and ſometimes to- 
tally alter the ſenſe of the words; yet he can, not- 
vithilanding; ſuppoſe, that the Holy Ghoſt has 
Jeſt out whole words in the Hebrew of the Old, 
ud in the Greek of the New Teſtament, which 
Wi Mr. M. is right) are abſolutely neceſſary to the 
Fight underſtanding of ſome important paſſages, 
hich we ſhould nk been in danger of miſinters 
preting, if this learned gentleman had not kindly 
df fiepped forward, and cleared up the matter to the 
hole Chriſtian world. 

Monog. This charitable ſcholar, out of the be. 
zevolence of his heart, has given us a little of his 


HB. necefſury 


ic tells you, with great preciſion, concerning the | 


( 30 | fro 
neceſiry aid alſo in his explanation of Deu the 
XXII. 21. Without his hints, many perſons woullſi bet 
never have known, that the virgin there ſpoken of ber 
28 having ſinned in her father” s houſe, was a be ſtor 
trothed Ream. - 

_ Phil. I am by no means ſatisfied with Mr. Mt 
obſervations on that place, and I am ready to fea | 
that as marriage, in his judgement, is nothing mon 
than what we have been uſed to call ſimple forn 
cation ; that therefore he is inclined to be rathe 
too tender in his cenſures of that fin, and eſpecial 

by his intimating that [1X3] the word which | 
uſed in the Seventh Commandment, i is to be cor 
fined to acts of adultery, and does not. mean lic 
commerce in general. As this is the caſe, co 
quently fornication is not prohibited in the Te 
Commandments nor, according to Mr. M. $ ide 
is the dreadful puniſhment mentioned 1 in th 
xXii. chap. of Deut. intended for virgins who an 
not betrotbed, thaugh they ſhould de guilty of ſu 
a wickedneſs in their father's houſe : but if t 
damſel there ſpoken of had been betrothed to Oh 

other man, previous to her fin, would nat b 
crime then have been adultery? And would no 


the Holy Ghaſt have uſed the word [782] whidfh 9 
ſigniſies, as Mr. M. informs us, adultery. in thillfſas to 
place, rather than [M1919] a word which commoniihe h 


ſignifies to commit fornication, or, as our Bib 


x epders 1 it, 10 Play be vobore? But there is no 


F ©, 
from that Scripture ſufficient to demonſtrate, that 
the young woman ſpoken of was ſyppoſed to be 
betrothed before her guilt was coritrated ; and 
her offence would juſtly. make her deſerve to be 
ſtoned to death, even though ſhe had not been i in- 
fluenced by ſuch luſt, as that which leads harlots to 
proſtitution, becauſe ſhe had wrought ſuch wicked- 
oeſs in her father's houſe; and by covering her fin, 
and ſuffering herſelf to be betrothed afterwards, as 
| , ſhe had been really a virgin, ſhe muſt neceſſa- 
athoWWrily bring a reproach upon her father, and vexation 
to the man who betrothed her unto himſelf ; and 
h rben neceſſity called for making the matter 
| public, it would be a diſgrace to her family, and 
o her nation, and it would then be requiſite for the 
honour of all Iſrael, that ſuch young women ſhould 
he made public examples. 
3 Had the Author of Thelyphthors. lived 
Mn the time of Dinah, he would certainly have been 
as angry with Jacob's family, as he is now with 
the zealous enemies tq Polygamy, that they did 
ot let Shechem have Dinah ; He had humbled her 
nMand without any law to compel him to marry, her, 
ke defired her to be given to him; but her 
thren were ſo ftrenuous againſt it, that they refuſed 
to give their ſiſter to him; nay, they went ſo far 
las to ſay, that, becauſe Shechem had humbled. her, 
ande had treated their ſiſter as an harlot. 
Phils. 


1 
Phil. The brethren of Dinah undoubte: 
judged right, in that reſpect, and properly b. 
Shechem with uſing their ſiſter (7322) + as an har: 
lot; for ſuch acts mould be called, not as la 
| Mr. M. God's | boy ordinance of marriage, uct 
fornication, but while we juſtify the family of Jacob 
in judging, as they did, of the nature of the fin 
Shechem and Dinah, yet we muſt cenſure them fa 
killing the innocent ſubjects of Hamor, on tha 
account; that action cannot be juſtified, any n 
than Mr. M. 8 treatiſe, or what he ſays i in 15 
eond volume concerning the primitive Chriſtian 
that they paid but little attention to God's jealouſ . 
| over his laws, owing to their i ignorance of Het 
By a variety of ſuch ſtrange aſſertions, and uni | 
eoncluſions, he is unwittingly ſtabbing t the Chriſti 
eauſe : I ſay untittingiy, for I do not believe th 
Mr. M. however fallen, would be thus wi 
from deſign; but his exceſſive attachment to hi 
polygamous ſentiments prevents him from ſeeit 
the pernicious tendency of his publication. 
| Monog. I perceive that you have ſome cl 
for this afliduous polygamiſt, and that you are n 
willing entirely to give up your once highly & 
teemed preacher, though you cannot approve i 
thoſe 1 notions which induce him to plead in fave 
of the practice of having ſeveral help-meets. Con | 
"= adopt his ſentiments, I would adviſe him to ſen 
his diſciples to receive inſtructions from kin 
Aktaſuerus and Sarah, and that ho ſhould point fut 
FT Me 
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tediyſpen to the example of the Perſian king, and the 
rgedpomen to Sarah: From that haughty prince, 
har Nuſbands might learn to govern their wives 
s ſay ith 4 heavy hand, and make them liva upon 
buffer nod; and by Sarah, the good wives might 
a to give their hand-maids to their huf« 
fin ends; and if huſbands and wives were thereby 
ul taught, they would on the one fide aſſume 
ifior, that without fo great danger Polygamy 
is ſe Pight be embraced ; but otherwiſe I ſhould trem · 
dane for the conſequences, as Mr. M.'s ideas to- 
louſy: differ from 1 Corinth. vii. 5. where Paul 
bys, defraud ye not one the other, except it be 
ith conſent. But if a man has two or five wives, 
cannot well ſmile upon them all at once, nor do 
muh for them all, as to all other things, as if 
r had but one; and moſt probably the firſt taken 
ife: may think herſelf defrauded in this reſpect 3 
t leaſt this will moſt likely be the caſe with Engliſh 
n till they are ſuitably humbled, = 
"Phil, As to what you ſay of my not giving up 
M. entirely, it is true, that I once thought him 
good man, and if he was really ſo, God will cer- 
y ſhew him his folly, and make him mourn 
he ever thus employed his' pen. I ſhall bs 
to fc thi to be the ſin ome bn time; 
pd as to 1 Corinth. vii. g. you certainly judge right, 
no man can have more wives than one with- 
* defranding 1 nie el them. And with what 


propriety 
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bome to their huſbands. honſesy, au ſuch inſtancg 
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propriety-could. the Apoſtle have faid in the 44ffl _ 
verſe of that chapter; that the buſoand hath not pougſſþ" 
of bis-own body, but the wife ? If when: a man huſffere: 
got ono wife already, he may give his body ty 
any other woman whom he chuſes to marry, auf 
chat whether his firſt wife be willing or not ?. unleſ 
it could be proved that the firſt taken wives would 
generally conſent, that a rival, ſhould be brought 


would very rarely be met with. But Mr. M 
ſuggeſts that the term wife is to be underſtood i 
a diſtributive ſenfs, and then we muſt conſider th 
Apoſtle as ſaying to the Corinthians, The b 
bdih m power of bis cum body, bug all his. wives, by 
they many or ſow, - This ſenſe of Paul's exprefigfye® 
may ſatisfy My, M. becauſe it favours Polygamy, bu 
ether readers will gonelyde that there is no mon 
in the Text ta prove. that. the term wife, inthq 
cr, is diſtributive, than there ig to determine thy 
term huſband: to be ſo: is muſt indeęd be ack no 
ledged, that the evil conſequences. pf | a. om 

having many hufbands, on account of the confuſio 
that would exiſt 24 to her children, would, be work | 
than what wauld. follow a man's having mam 
wives; but it being a fratap evil in 2 womaſſ® 
than a man, will by no means prove chat it is right 
for # man to practiſe Polygamy'; againſt uhich via 
the Apoſtle of the- Gantiles corminty rake, v 
ke ſays in the ſecond verſe of the before cited chag 
ter, La eben man have bit cm wifey and ict 10) 


t 

V bave ber oron a Mr. M. has taken 
creat 7ER to confine this exhortation i in Corinth. 
0 another view ; he tells us, that it was the Prac- | 
in ſome Heathen nations for men to make an 
xchange of their wives, and that it was unfaſhion- 
le to do otherwiſe : and therefore he concludes, 
hat the Corinthians did the fame, as they were 
ed to 2 proverb, and that the Apoſtle meant 
o forbid: ſuch a vice only 1 in that : expreſſion, "Thar 
he Corinthians were much given to fornication is 
ndent ; ; but Mr. M. gives us no more ſatisfactory 
woof that the Corinthians were guilty of the ſin 
he mentions, than what ariſes from his own con- | 
cure, founded upon the practices of other Hed- 
hens : but if we ſhould ſuppoſe the Corinthians 
0 have been g given up to this Tort of adultery, yet, 
rely it was the Apoſtle's defite that the rain 
Corinth, ſhould abſtain from all uncleatneft ; 
ſerefore, what valuable end can it anſwer to OY 
ine this exhortation to a particular ſpecies of vice? ? 
nleſs indeed'to juſtify that very unfair inſinuation 
+ Thelyphthora, chat there il not one word in the 
boſtles writings lo prove the” impropriety. of Ihs 
| 19 ”; having more wivel than bue. 

ight Monog. 1. much query, whether if any of the 
vag mould adopt Mr. Ms fentiments, they may 
»hey not find ſomething i in his book, which will convince 
nap ben of the propriety of partaking of the comforts, 
ſing from. the having a plurality of wives, be- 
auſe he has informed us, in page 194. vol. I. that 
it 
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is was neceſſary; while the Church: was 15 an infa 
fate, that biſhops and deatoris ſhould have but on 
wife ; therefore ſome reverend gentlemah ma 
ty perhaps, that as the church is now t 

nger in an infant ſtate, there is ſurely now n 
neceſſity for ſuch a reſtriction; and 1 ain credit 
informed, that ſome. of the cloth have alread 
adopted the practical re de idea; but wh 
more ſurprized 1 me was, to hear, that 1 in the court 
of a debate, ſupported by ladies nh, in a cert 
polite aſſembly, reſpeRing Mr, M,'s famous pu 


hication, | the ladies in general 1 to favou 
Mr. M.'s ſeheme rather than otherwiſe; 1 wil 
thoſe ladies had not ſome oblique ideas; that 
once. it became faſhionable for men to have may | 
wives, their huſbands, if they had any, l 1 
tainly not be ſo unreaſonable as to deny them 
little indulgence of the ſame nature, if they ſhoul 
defire it. But I am told, that in a debate on t 
fame occaſion, ſupported by gentlemen," Mr. M. 
polygamous ſyſtem was generally reprobated; 2 
that one ſpeaker, on the occaſion, went ſo far 
.to recommend the moſt diſgraceful kind of punil 
ment, inflited on criminals in this country, as 

reward for ſuch an author, | 


_ _ Phil. I think the gentleman you ſpeak of ve M 

too far, but I know. ſome ſenſible women WD: . i; 
as ſevere on Mr. M. as any gentleman could po tal 
ſibly be; and it is true, that ſo many roy pr 
ha 


. eonſequences wauld follow from Polygamy, t 
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all who think properly muſt deteſt the ſcheme, and 
pity the author of Thelyphthora,, which by this 
time J muſt confeſs I am almoſt tired of diſcourſing on, 
notwithſtanding the pleaſure I have receiyed from 
my friend's converſation. The many indelicate ideas 
which the reader of this work muſt combat with, as 
being yery frequently introduced by Mr.M. are not 
alittle diſagreeable, eſpecially when he adds to thoſe 
things what is ſtill worſe, ſuch aſſertions as are 
little better than blaſphemy, one of which we have 
already. taken notice of; and another moſt ſhock- 
ing one he gives us in page 21, of his ſecond vol. 
to the following purport : © That the lawfulneſs 
« of Polygamy muſt of courſe be eſtabliſhed, or 
+ the. whole of Chriſtianity muſt fall to the ground, 
& and Chriſt not be he that was to come, but we 
« muſt look for another.” Such dogmatical aſſerti- 
ons as theſe, ſo ill grounded, will, hope, induce all 
who peruſe this gentleman's ſtrange publication, 
before they have read far, to take the author's 
advice, where he ſays, © Lay down my book and 
take up a better,” meaning the Bible; and it 
muſt be charitably ſuppoſed, that Mr. M. gave us 
this exhortation in the integrity of his heart. 
Monog. Your ſpeaking of the integrity of Mr. 
M's heart brings to my memory what he ſays re- 
ſpecting Abimelech; when that king was about to 
take Abraham's wife, and God told him ſhe was a 
prophet's wife : He pleaded in excuſe, that he 
had been told, ſhe was Abraham's ſiſter, and that 
| 1 what 
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what he had done was in the integrity of his heart; 
and becauſe God ſays, I know that thou didſt this in 
the integrity of thy beart, therefore Mr. M, con- 
cludes, that God hereby expreſſed his approbation 
of 4 man's having more wives than one; but when- 
ever I have read that part of the Scripture, I al- 
ways thought it meant nothing more than that 
Abimelech was not inclined to marry another 
man's wife; and that if he had known Sarah was 
Abraham's wife, he would not have thought of 
taking her, But Mr, M. being very liberal in 
beſtowing inſtructions upon the ignorant, with a 
view to make them adepts in the ſcience of Poly- 
gamy, conſiders that declaration of God-as tending 


not a little to prove, that Jehoyah does not” wiſh | 


a man to be confined to one wife ; but that, while 
his firſt wife is living, he may, if he pleaſes, take 
more, in the integrity of his heart; and according 
to Mr. M.'s ideas, in other parts of his work, if a 
man's firſt wife ſhould happen to inherit any of the 
well known qualities of Xantippe, he has a licence 
to take a ſecond on that account; and if his ſecond 
help-meet ſhould be afflicted with a dead pally, he 
would then have a juſtifiable reaſon for taking a 
third; and ſhould the third be given to exceſſive 
levi ty, in ſuch a caſe, according to this divine's 
notions, the huſband in he "integrity of bis beart 
might take a four: L, and fo on as occaſſon might 


ſerve, | 
Phil 
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phil. If the plan of this perverter of Scripture 
e to be adopted, I imagine we ſhould find the ne- 
ity of more workhouſes and hoſpitals than this 
gdom at preſent affords: and as to the paſſage 
refers to in Geneſis xx. it certainly ſpeaks only 
Abimelech's integrity, as being ignorant that 
zh was Abraham's wife, as you have underſtood 
and without the obvious meaning thereof be 
ſted, it will prove nothing as to the propriety. 
having more than one wife at once; and if as 
e good calculators ſay, about fourteen men are 
n to thirteen women if men in general ſhould 
e more than one wife a- piece, ſome men muſt 
e no wives, But if this were not the caſe, how 
xcuſable muſt that man be, who would wiſh to 
e a ſcheme put into execution, which muſt 
ow the whole Engliſh nation into confuſion, 
| deſtroy the happineſs of hundreds of families! 
ich would neceſſarily be the caſe if Polygamy 
buld be allowed by law. 
Monog. I da not recollect, that when J heard 
s divine preach the Goſpel, he then made uſe of 
y carnal weapons; but I think I obſerved much 
this nature in his two oftavo volumes. In this 
Int of view, I confider his joining the ſuperſtition 
Popery with what be calls the ſuperſtition of 
onogamy ; and his very frequent mention of 
e ancient laws againſt prieſts marriages, which 
vs have long been reprobated by all judicious 
oteſtants, And after joining thoſ: improper laws, 
| a 
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to his opponents arguments againſt Polygamy, 
enters the liſts againſt his adverſaries like a furig 
champion, and at the firſt onſet overcomes ti 
hideous monſter which he has drawn on his pape 
This I thought was ſomething like throwing dy 
in his reader's eyes 

Pbdil. Whatever might be his reaſons for doi 
this, it was not the moſt effectual method to d 
vince thoſe who might read his work, of the juſ 
of his cauſe; and it certainly was not neceſſuy 
introduce ſo many things reſpecting Popery, in 
treatiſe in favour of Polygamy ; but it ſeems \| 
M. was deſirous of making his book perfectly c 
tertaining to thoſe who might peruſe it ; and it 
true, that however diſguſtful his polygamous 1 
tions may be, . there is ſomething pleaſing in! 
ſtory of Luther's triumph over the Papiſts, 
ſome other ſuch anecdotes, 

' Monop. I have lately read a pamphlet, in anf 
to Mr. M. 's chapter of Polygamy, and I | 
rather ſtruck with an anecdote mentioned by th 
author, of a certain miniſter, who being alke 
whether he had read Thelyphthora, or intend 
to read it, replied in the negative: and bei 


aſked what objection he had to giving it a readi 


he anſwered, *'He did not chuſe to try how mu 
* arſenic his conſtitution would bear,” 

Phil, This anſwer exprefied a moſt judicio 
ſentiment indeed, as the book referred to is writ 
with ſo much art, that I ſear many readers wii 

5 dete 


. „ 


2 
detect the fallacy of Mr. M.'s reaſonings; but yet, 
I think, miniſters are juſtifiable in reading it, that 
they may fortify their r hearers againſt its deſttuc- 
tive principles. 

Monog. If miniſters ſhould ſpeak much againſt 
this work, it will be well if Mr. M. does not num- 
ber them among cavillers, ſadducees, and fimilar 
characters, whom the modeſt author of this treatiſe 
on Female Ruin intimates, he thinks no more 
worthy to be noticed than the barkings of a dog 
at the moon: and therefore, in reference to ſuch 
cenſures, he introduces the words, Quid curet lung 
latratus canum : (7. e.) What careth the moon 
for the barking of a dog : but whatever he may 
think of thoſe who differ from him in this reſpect, 
it is a doubt with me, whether his plan will not 
be generally reprobated, 

Phil. J moſt ſincerely wiſh it may; but as it 
grows late, and our houſes are very diſtant from 
each other, we muſt part, and leave this reverend 
polygamiſt and his treatiſe in favour of Polygamy 
to the juſt judgement of God. For the preſent, 
my dear friend Monogamus, 1 muſt bid you fare- 
wel. 

Monog. My good friend, Philalethes, adieu. 


FINS. 


E R R A T A 


Io page 8, line 28, inſert © at the beginning of the line—p. 10,1. 18, 
for z:dulzed, read prafiiſei—p. 11, I. 20, for łgal read genera!; and 
. — 5 Uh and 17, 1. 21, mit 1 cat—p. 31, 1.38, 
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